February 9> 1972 


cc: CHS i JUS 
Dear Harold, 

This reply to your mailings of l/22, 1/29, and 2/3 will be brief, since 
I gather you want the CD's relating to C-. 3. Trapnell as soon as yowKlik 
possible. I enclose all of CD 196 and all but p. 1 (which I don't have) 
of CD 46l. Your 2/3 to JUS indicated that you have CD 394. JDS might be 
able to provide other CD references; I don't have any. Also enclosed (JUS 
too): the 1/30 clipping from the SF paper. (For GRS* information: this all 
relates to the TWA. hijacker who was captured by the FBI; he had made pre-ass. 
reports of a plot against RFX, involving Cubans, and added "Osvaldo “ after 
11/22. Apparently quite crazy but maybe not as much as the FBI indicated.) 

I also enclose the January clipping lists and the Dec. clips you asked for. 
(The other items you inquired about were just routine AP sm stories so, as 
requested, I am not sending them. ) , 

This month's Computers & Automation has the second half of E Vince's talk. 
Screwy but otherwise uninteresting . Mostly about Bundy, not the assassination. 
Also, a brief and not to-the point rebuttal of Salandria's Part 1 by 3ob 
Cutler, pointing out that Oswald's arrest was known about early. 

I appreciate the effort that went into your letter of 1/28 to me. Since 
I have had no personal contact with Vfecht, I may hx have misjudged him, but on 
the other hand I really do not understand your attitude. You may wish to dispute 
the fact that I have thought about the present situation, but if you feel that 
is the case and still think I can help you, you hvae to make your predictions 
more explicit. If you can put together a scenario of what you forsee, perhaps 
I can make suggestions for specific actions. Right now it is not at all apparent 
to me how access by Ueeht rrotrtw would necessarily make things worse. Since 
think things seem to be happening fast, I won't try to contact Vecht myself, as 
you desire. 

I haven ’t seen Eon Olson for many months , so I won t seek him out to give 
him your letter of 1/24 on his article. I don't know exactly what kind of 
record you intended to make with it, but the letter says next to nothing about 
the article and gives the unfavorable and wrong impression that your main 
concern is who gets credit for what. "Overt plagiarism" is very strong and 
specific language; although I have no interest in a debate on that charge 2 I 
will say that it would take quite a bit to convince me that it is appropriate. 
Better you should worry aku about something else. 

Take care of your thumb, please. 

Sincerely, 

/LX 



